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No. 27 - 76 

Ifeubiect i U.S.C. Freshman Profile • Fsil« 1975 
Nature and ScOPe of the Study * 

During the 1975 fell orleptatlon« a questionnaire prepared by the American Council 
on Education (ACE) was a^Dlnlstered to approximately SOK of the entering freshman 
class at the Unlveralty of South Carolina (USC). A total of 366 other InatltutloDS 
of higher education* Including 44 unlveraltlet« also participated In this continuing 
national study of higher Education sponsored by ACE's Cooperative Institutional 
Reaearch Program. 

The following study presents a comparative analysis of the various demographic data* 

V 

opinions* and projections of the entering freshman at USC. USC entering freshmen 
were compared as a whole to the national norms; they were alao compared by the 
college In which the; were enrolled^- Sex differences were reported where they 
appeared to be Important. 



^omparstlve data were classified Into^elght categories. The following Is a Hat 
of the categories* with a description of the colleges which were grouped In each 
category* end the nundier of students lii each sample. 



1. Bualness Administration Business Administration 278 

2. Science and Math Science and Math 269 
3,. Education Education 133 

4. Journalism Journalism 101 

5. General Studies General Studies 147 

6. Allied Health Scletices Nursings Pharmacy* Health 

and P.E. 93, 56« 42 
7w Humanities and Social Science Social and Behavioral Science, 

Arts and Letters 204* 246 

Undecided 48 

8. Engineering Engineering 97 
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Eleven areas of IntexMt «6Ta selected fox thla eoalyols fTom the original 52 areas 

2 

contained In the questionnaire . These eleven ereas were selected to provide a 
cGDiposlte profile of the entering freshman at U8C during the Fall» 1975 term. Each 
of these areas la presented In tabular form and followed by comments to highlight the 
major comparlsona^ 



eleven areas of Interest which were considered are 

1^ Age by Dec«nd>er 31» 1975 

2^ Raclel background 

3r Average grade In high school 

4. Highest degree planned anywhere > 

5. Reasons noted es very Important^ In selecting thief college 

6. Estimated parentel. Income ' 

7. Probable major field of study 

8. Current religious preference 

9. Pol^lcal orientation 

10^ ^^Students estimate chances are very good that they will. . 

11. Residence planned during fall term 
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Table 1 

A COMFARISOS OF AGE FOR PSC FRESHMER BY COUEGE AM) DHIVEHSITY MATIOMAL NOBIS 

Allied HUM & Total 





Bus 


ScL 






Gen 


Health 


soc 




use 


Katl 


Ase bv Decenbet 31^ 1.975 


Adm 


(l Math 


Educ 


Jour 


Stu 


Science 


SCI * 


Ens in 


Students 


Norms 


16 OT younger 


0.0 


0.0 


ao 


0.0 


0.4 


0.0 


. 0.2 


0.0 


0.1 


0.1 


17 


6.5 


7.5 


12.6 


7.7 


6.9 


4.9 


8.3 


1.4 


7.2 


4.4 


18 


72.2 


76.4 


73.1 


73.7 


63-2 


75.9 


74-1 


85.2 


73.6 


79.7 


19 


18.2 


14.8 


9.6 


16.0 


24.5 


15.0 


14.3 


10.6 


15.8 


14.0 


20-? 5 


3.1 


0.6 


3.6 


2,5 


3.6 


2.0 


2.3 


2.8 


2.5 


1.6 


26 OT older 


0.0 


. 9-1 


^ 1.2 


0.0 


1.5 


2.? 


0,6 


0.0 


0.8 


0.2 




100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 



CoaxDents : - ^ 

oi 

1. The percentages of USC eni^erlog ftesbmen by age level were generally the same as the national norms^ although 
use 8tudeiits were scx&evbat more dlspetsed aver the total range of ages than were students nationally. 

2. use entering freohmen were mo^fe^likely to describei4h6^^ ee less than 18 and laore than 19 vben compared to 
the national norms. 

3. A saaller percentage of DSC entering freshmen 73.6% described their age as "18" when cciq>ared to the national 
nbxa of 79.7%. 

4. There was a tendency for a higher percentage of yotmger students (less than 18) to epter the College of 
Education. There was a higher percentage of older students (19 and over) enterlng/£be College of General 
Studies. 

*Also includes undecided students. 
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Table 1-A *' 
A CCMfARISOB OF AGS FOR OSC FBESHMEH BY SEX AMD gMIVEBSm NATIONAL KCRMS 



A^e bv Decasber 31. 1975 


Male 


use Frestuneo 
Female 


Total 


Male 


natlooal Nonas 
Female 


Total 


16 or youoget 


0.0 




0.1 


0.1 


0.2 


0.1 


17 


i.7 


9.8 


'7.2 


3.4 


5.6 


4.4" 


18 


71.6 


75.7 


73.6 


78.3 


81.4 


79.7 


19 


19.5 


12.0 


15.9 


16.0 


11.6 


14.0 


20 - 25 


3.6 


1.3 


2.5 


2.0 


1.0 


1.6 


26 or older 


0.5 


1.1 


0.8 


0.2 


^0.2 


0.2 



Comaeots : 

It is loterestlog to note that males were more likely to be older thao 18 and females were more likely to be 
younger thao 18. This trend was In the same direction as the national norms but more pronounced in the case of 
U.S.C. entering freshmen. 
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Table 2^ N 
A rfWABTSfW OV RACIAL SACKCSOgHD POR OSC FRKSfflffiM BY COLLEGE AHD DHIVEfesm NATKMAL KOBMS 

ALLIED SOC & TOT 





BUS 


SCI & 






CBN 




BEH 




OSC 


RAIL 


lAClAL BACKGSOOIH) 


AEKLH 


HATH 


EPOC 




STO 


SCI 


SCI 


EHG 


STO 


NORMS 


Hblte/Cauc avian 


90.4 


91.0 


93.5 


87.3 


75.3 


90.2 


90.2 


93.0 


88.8 


91.7 


Bleck/MegT 0/ A fx o-Asex ic an 


S.6 


9.0 


5.4- 


12.7 


24.4 


9.0 


8.8 


6.3 


40.7 


3.4 


Amexicon Indian 


C.5 


0.3 


0.0 


1.3 


0.4 


0.0 


0.5 


0.7 


0.4 


0*6 


Oriental 


C.5 


0.3 


0.6 


0.0 


0.0 


0.4 


. 0-3 


0.0 


/ 0.3 


1.7 


Mexican*'*A]iexican/CbicaiK> 


C.3 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.7 


Puexto filcan*Aaexican 


C.3 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


•0.4 


0.4 


0.2 


0.7 


0.2 


0.3 


Other 


C.8 


0.0 


1.8 


1.3 


0.7 


.0.0 


1.4 


0.7 


0.8 


1.3 



Coonenta t 

1. Appxoxlinately 89X of the Q.S.C. entexlng fxeshoen deacxlbed theoaelvea as ^Vfaite/Caucaalan'* ccinpared to the 
national nom of 91. .71^ 

2. O.S.C. entering fxeafaBen^ aa saj be e3q>ected-of a aouthero state univexaity^ axe noxe likely to deacxibe 
theoeelves aa Black than is cohoq nationally. Both the pcxce&tegea of fxeafanen descxibing thenaelvea sa 
Puerto Sican'-^^xican and Aaexican Indian axe coi^xable to the national noma. Otbex alnoritiea axe leaa 
attxacted to Q.S.C. than £s typical nationally. 

3. U.SX. colleges enrolling a bigtex pxopoxtion of Black atodents t^n the O.S.C. avexage of 10.71 included 
General Studies (24. 4%) and Jourraliasi (12.2%). Education (S.4%) and Engineering (6.3X) enrolled the lowest 
percentages of Bl^k students. 
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TABLE 3 







SCHOOL FOR use FIFSmiEN 


BY COLLEGE AND 


UNIVEBSITY NATIONAL 


















ALLIED 


UK' & 




TOT 






BUS 


SCI & 






GEN 


HEA 


soc 




use 


NATL 


AVERAG£ GHAIS IN HIGH SCHOOL 




HATH 


£OUC 


JODR 


STU 


SCI 




ENGIN 


STu 


NORMS 


A 


7.8 


29.8 


19.8 


21.8 


2.9 


17.3 


15.0 


12.6 


15.3 


32.6 


B 


66.5 


60.1 


66.3 


66.7 


5A.8 


67.6 


64.7 


70.4 


64.1 


57.6 


C 


25.3 


10.3 


13.4 


11.5 


41.9 


14.7 


20.0 


16.9 


20.3 


9.7 


D 


0.5 


0.0 


0.6 


0.0 


0.4 


0.4 


0.5 


0.0 


0.4 


0.1 




V 

Cotiments 

1. U.S.C/ entering fresbnen reported an average grade In high school of "A" considerably less frequently than the 
national norm (U.S.C* IS. 31; national nona» 32.6%). 

2. Entering freshmen at U.S.C. were also more nicely report an average grade of 't^* In high school than were 
their national counterparts (U.S.C, 20.3Z» national norm, 9.7%). 

3* U.S.C. colleges enrolling- thc^ highest proportion of entering fresb&en reporting that they had received an 

average grade of **A*' In high school Included Science and Math (29, 8X), Journalism (21.8%), and Education (19.8%). 



4. The College of General Studies enrolled the highest proportion of U.S.C. entering freshmen reporting an 
average grade of In high school. 



Table 3-A 

A CCBPARISiM OF AVERAGE GBABE W HIGH SCHOOL F0& OSC FBESglKH BY SEX AHP DMIVKRSITY H&TIOHAL WQBMS 



AVEBj^^K GRADE IH HIGH SCHOOL 
A 
B 
C 
D 



use 


TBESEMEB 






NATIONAL NORMS 




MATJ^ 


FQIALE 




MALE 


FSIALE 


TOTAL 


11.1 


19.7 


15.3 


28.7 


. 37.3 


32.6 


61.3 


67.2 


».l 


60.7 


56.7 


57.6 


26.9 


13.0 


20.3 


12.7 


6.1 


9.7 


a. 5 


0.2 


0.4 


0.2 


0.0 


0.1 



CcnmeDte ; 

1. It 16 DotewoTtby that Q.S.C. iemales were more likely (females 19. 7X; malest 11.1%) than U.S.C. males 
to report an averege grade in high achool of **A.** 

2. U.S.C. males were twice aa likely aa U.S.C. females (malest 26. 9X; finales, 13. OZ) to report an 
average grade of In high school. 



3. The above trenda vera in the 



direction as the national noma. 
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Table 4 

A COMPARIStai OF HIGH itsT HWrRKB FLMINED ANtWHEBB FOR DSC FRESHMEN BY COLLBGE AKD DSIVERSITY HmOil&L HOBMS 















Air Ton 


■ HUM & 




TfYT 






BUS 


SCI & 






GEN 


HBA 


SOC 




use 


' HAXL 


OXuttbOX vnuKAfi f^lATCnm/ AIlXInlUUIA 


ATM 
AMI 








STO 


Of* T 


SCI 








cioue 


U . 7 


n ft 


n ft 


n ft 


ft n 


U. D 




1 7 


1 7 


1.1 




1.3 


U. U 


U. b 


n fl 
u. b 


20. 1 


b. 1 


O.b 


1.7 


^. 7 


I.O 


OoCaelOr 8 \,0*A*j DmO m ) 


DU. 3 


lb* b 


3d. 1 


43. 9 


36. 7 


^1. 7 


31.9 


44. 1 


39.8' 


33.9 


Hastex's (M.A.. M.S.) 


22. a 


21.2 


45.9 


41.7 


16.1 


28.7 


25.5 


39.0 


27.2 


29.8 


Ph^D. , ox Ed.D. 


.3.4 


22.0 


15.0 


6. a 


1.5 


7.7 


15.2 


11.9 ■ 


;o.9 


12.5 


1 

H.D.J D.C.J D. D.S.J or D.V.M. 


0.4 


35.2 


0.0 


0.0 


2.0 


3.3 


3.8 , 


0.0 


6.7 


12.3 


LL*B. or J.D. (lav) 


9.1 


1.1 


0.8 


3.8 


5.0 


0.0 


17.9 


0.0 


7.0 


7.3 


B.D. or M.Dlv. (Divinity) 


0.4 


0.4 


0.8 


0.0 


0.5 


0.0 


0.4 


6.0 


0.4 


0.3 


Other 


1.3 


0.8 


0.0 


2.3 


4.0 


0.0 


2.5 


1.7 


1.6 


1.4 



Canaenta : 



1. Coopaxedl tQ^the national oo]^, a staallex pttxcentage of antexlng fxesbmen at U.S.C. planned to puiaue post 
bac«al4M«yte degxeea. The pxlmary factor in thli dlffexence was the M9AlUr pexcentage of u.S.C, entexlng 
fxeahinen plaimlng to pursue nedlcal degteea. i.e. "M.D.. D.C.. D.D.S.. or D.V.M." (B.S.C. 6.7X; national 



norm, 12.3%). 



2. As expected, a g^t,r percentage of atudents in the College of Genexal Studies consldexed the Associate 
Cor equivalent) degiee to be the highest degxee they would obtain vben conpaxed to othex colleges. 
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Coflgicntg (Table 4> <Contlnu<d) 

3. When the dlfferenc collegfs were compared by hlghesc level of degree plaimed, various differences vere noced. 
For example, the Allied Health Sciences had the h^ghesC percentage (S1.7Z> of students seeking che bachelor^s 
(B.A., B.S.) degree as the. highest degree they would obtain. The College of Education had the highest 
percentage (45.9%) of students seeking the master's das;r«e. The college with the highest percentage , (22. OZ) 
of students seeking the doctoral degree was the College of Science and Mathematics^ With respect to the 
L.L.B. or J.D. (law) degree, students In the Colleges of mfananitles and Social Sciences (17.9%) and 



to 



Business Administration (9.1%) were 


more likely Co consider 


aCCalnlng 


Chese degrees. 










Table 4 -A 










A CC5MPARIS0N OF HIGHEST DEdTEE 


II^M^IED ANYWHERE FOR USC FRESlfrlEN BY SEX AND UNIVERSITY NORMS 






/ 


USC FRBSHtfEN 




MATIOMAL ■JOaMS ''^ 




HKmEST DEGREE PLAOTJED ANYWdERE 


MALE 


FEItALE 


TOTAL 


HALE 


FEMALE 


TOTAL 


None 


1.1 


2.4 


1.7 


1.3 


1.6 


1.4 


Associate (or equivalent) 


2.0 


7.6 


4.7 


0.7 


1.4 


1.0 


Bachelor's (B.A. , B*S.) 


37.8 


42.1 


39.8 


28.8 


40.1 


33.9 


Master's (M.A., M.S.) 


26.4 


28.2 


27.2 


28.9 


30.9 


29.8 


PhD. , or Ed.D. 


12.3 


9.2 


10.9 


14.4 


10.2 


^2.5 


M.D., D.C.f D.D.S., or D,V.4. 


8.8 


4.3 


6.7; 


14.8 


9.4 


12.3 


L*L,B< or J.D, (law) 


9.1 


• 4.6 


7.6 " 


9.4 


4.3 


7.3 


B.D. or M. Div, (Divinity) 


0.5 


0.2 


0.4 


0.4 


0.2 


0,3 


Other 
• 


1.9 


1.3 


1.6 


1.4 


1.5 


1.4 



Com&ents - 

It Is Interesting to note that a higher percentage o£ entering male freshmen aspired to obtain doctoral and 
other professional degreea than did females, however more females planned to obtain degrees at or below the 
master's Tevel than did males. These results follow^ the national trend for entering freshmen^ 



Table 5 

A COMPARISOM OF BIASONS HOIED AS lERY IMPOBJAKI Hi SELECTISG THIS C "TTJyi ^"P 
use FBEStftlEM BY COIXEGE AKD UNHtERSITY MATIOiaAL MOBMS 



l^f^Ayg.^S WQ TBD AS VBRlf BtfQ8IA»r BUS SCI * GEN 

IH SEI^^ J.-IG THIS COLIBGE AIM M&TH EPOC JOUR STU 

Relatives wanted lu to come bexe 11. 5 10.6 11.1 5,8 13.9 

Wanted to live away fxomllcBa 7.0 17.5 27.0 30.3 15.8 

Teacbex advised 2.9 3.3 5.0 3.9 2.7 

Has a good academic reputation . 41.1 36.9 40.9 '43.5 46.4 

Offered financial assistance 8.1 13.4 10.2 7.2 14.0 

CO Advice of someone 1^0 attended 17.1 12.3 15.6 8.4 23.9 

Offers special educ. prognu 11.5 18.7 32.3 33.5 , 37.2 

Has low tuition 18.7 27.2 24.8 22.2 ^ 18.2 

Advice of guidance counselor 7.0 5.0 7.6 5.9 10.5 

Wanted to live at borne 13.2 14.4 4.4 8.6 16.5 

Could not get a Job 1.6 1.3 0.6 0.6 3.5 

A friend suggested attending 8.8 5.7 6.2 5.2 8.0 

College Rep. 2.5 1.7 1.3 1.3 3.9 

Help get better Job 54.8 32<0 55.5 53.9 65.5 



ALLIED ^ 



HEA 
SCI 

7.6 

16.6 

3.1 

50.9 

11.1 

16.9 

3A.5 

25.2 

5.4 

10.3 

3.5 

9.1 

3.5 

58.3 



soc 



12.0 
22.4 
2.7 
37.6 
10.4 
12.8 
13.7 
22.4 
3.6 
6.4 
2.3 
8'.0' 

2.7 
45.5 



ENGIM 

8.0 
10.2 

3.0- 
39.1 

9.V 
10.9 
^6.2 
21.5 • 

6.7 
16.7 
. 1.5 

2.2 , 

0.8 
52.2 



TOT 

use 

STU 

10.7' 

19.5 

3.1 
41.5 
10.6 
15.0 
22.1 
22.4 

6.0 
11.3 

2.1 
' 7.3 

2.4 
53.5 



mTL 

6.9 
19.9 

4.2 
60.6 
14.6 
15.7 
25.4 
18.8 

5.9 

7.6 

jr;3 

• 

5.4 
2.1 
45.1 



Coomenta: Students varied with respect l^o the reasdos noted as very Important In selecting USC "Help to get a.J 
llSt IgiqSefi^fj ?StS4^SfTO!i«y: most^requeptly glteS XS^51, a53 "could not*^get g Jog" 



better 
was 



V 

Cocinents (Table 5) Continued 



In compaiTl^on with the national tonus, u.S.C. students were less likely to cite the follovlng reasons as 
important In making their college choice: "has a good academic reputation," "offered financial ^assistance" 
and "offered special educational programs." U.S.C. students were more likely than their national counterparts 
ta cite, as important thef followltg: "Influence of relatives," "has low tuition," **wanted to leave home," 
"could not get a better job," "a friend suggested," and "help get a better job."^ 

Students In the Colleges of Alllid Health Sciences and General Studies were more likely to cite **has a ^ood 
acadmlc reputation" as a very important reason In selecting U.S.C. (50.9%; 46.4%) than were students In other 
U.S.C. solleges. 



Table 5-A 



A COMPARISON OF RE/ SONS 


NOTED AS 


IMPORTANT 


IN SELECTING THIS 


COLLEGE FOR 




use PRESIMEN BY SEX ASD imi^/ERSITY HATIOflAL NORMS 








REASOHS NOTED AS VERY IMPORTANT 




use FRESHMEN 






NATIONAL NORMS 




:W SELECTING THIS COLLEGE 


MALE 


FEMALE 


TOTAL 


MALE 


. FEMALE 


TOTAL 


Relstlves wanted me to come here 


9.6 


II. 9 


10.7 


5.9 


8.1 


6.9 


Wanted to live away from home 


14.6 


24.8 


19.5 


15.8 


24.7 


19.9 


Teacher advised me 


2.6 


3.7 


3.1 


4.0 


4.4 


4.2 


Has a good academic reputation 


36.5 


46. C 


41.5 


57.8 


64.0 


60.6 


Offered financial assistance 


10.8 


10.5 


10.6 


14.5 


, 14.8 


14.6 


Advice o£ someone attended 


13.2 


17.0 


15.0 


14.7 


16.9 


15.7 


Offers special education programs 


17.2 


27.4 


22.1 


20.6 


31.1 


25.4 


Has low tuition 


22.1 


22.6 


22.4 


13.1 


19.6 


18.8 


Advice of guidance counselor 


6.0 


6.0 


6.0 


6.0 


5.0 


5.9 


Wanted to live at home 


13.4 


9.0 


11.3 


7.8 


7.5 


7.6 


Could not get a Job 


1.5 


2.6 


2.1 


1.2 


1.4 


1.3 


A friend suggested 


' 6.4 


8.2 


7.3 


4.8 


6.1 


5.4 


College rep 


2.4 


2.5 


2.4 


2.6 


ft. 5 


2.1 


Help get a better job 


52.9 


54.2 


53.5 


44.6 


45.7 


45.1 



Comments ; 

In general, a number of differences, by sex, are apparent In the reasons students gave for^tf^lectlng U.S.C. 
Females cited most of the reasons offered more frequently than males especially **ha8 good academic reputation*' 
(46. 8Z; 36. 5X), "of fered special educational programs" i27.U%i 17.2%), and **wanted to live away from ho%" (24.8%; 
14.6%). The same trends existed in the national norms* 

11 & 
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Table 6 



A COMPARISON OF ESTIMATED FABEKIAL INCOME^ FOR FRESHMEM BY COLLEGE AND QHIVERSITY KATIOMAL NORMS 



ESTIMATED PAREHTAL IKCCME 













ALLIED 


IVTH & 




TOT 




BUS 


SCI & 






GEN 




sv: 




use 


NATL 


Am 


MATE^ 


EDUC 


JOUR 


STU 


SCI 


SCI 


. ENGIN ~ 


STU 


NORMS 


6.1 


6.7 


4.7 


4.6 


13.8 


7.2 


5.0 ' 


2.1 


6.5 


5.3 


6.6 


10.7 


6.7 


9.2 


10.0 


10.5 


8.5 


8.2 


8.8 


7.4 


17.4 


20.6 ^ 


22.8 


25.0 


23.8 


22.2 


24.1 


22.3 


22.0 


22.0 


34.2 


37.9 


36.9 


28.3 


25.8 


36.3 


35.8 


45.9 


36.9 


33.5 


19.9 


11.4 


20.8 


18.5 


10.8 


16.1 


13.3 


11.0 


15.0 


16.4 


7.8 


7.8 


4.7 


7.2 


9.6 


2.8 


7.6 


6.6 


7.0 


8.7 


8.0 


5.0 


3.4 


7.2 


6.3 


4.8 


5.7 


3.7 


5.8 


7.6 



less than $6^000 
$6,000 - $9»999 
$10»000 - $14»999 
$15»000 - $24»999 
$25»0OO - $34,999 
$35»00e - $4S».999 
$50^00^ ox more 

3 . . 

The ACE data wex* divided Into fouxte«n Income brackets. Fox ease of coo^axlson^ the brackets were combined Into 
the. above seven categories. 



Comments i 

1. The percentages of U.S.C. entering freshmen by estimated parental Income are very similar to the national norms. 

2. More than half of th« U.S.C. entetlng freshmen (58. 9X) estimated a parental Income of between $10,000 and $24^999. 

3. (Then conip«red to other colleges atd to the national norms » a higher percentage of entering fre&hmen from the 
College of General Studies estlmattd parental Inccme of less than $6»OO0 (ColUg* of General Studies^ 13.8X; 
national norm^ 

* • 

4. At U.S.C. and Mtl^i&nally^' over one-fourth of the entering frwhman had tstiinattd parental Income^ exceeding 
$25^000. (U.S.C. » 27.8%; national nonos^ 32.7%). However^ ont-'thlrd of th« freshmen In the College of 
Business Administration and College of Journalism had parental Incomes In excess of $25,000. 
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Table 7 



A CmPARISOn OF PROBABLE Mf JOR FIEU)S^ OF SIUlTi FOR USC FRESHnElI 3Y COLLEGE AITO Uni'.fEP.SITY '^ATIOMAL HORtlS 















ALLIED 


HUH & 




TOT 






BUS 


SCI & 






GEN 


HEA 


SOC 




USC 


NATL 


PROMBT.E M&Jnft FIELDS OF STtfGY 




1>IATH 


EDUC 


JOUR 


STU 


SCI 


SCI . 


EMGIN 


STU 


KOBI'tS 


Business 


1^ 

97 .'6 


0.0 


0.6 


0.0 


41.5 


0.0 


■ 0.0 


0.0 


21.3 


14.6 


Education ' 


0,0 


0.0 


38.9 


0.0 


8.5 


16.7 


0.4 


0.0 


9.5 


7.0 


Engineering ' 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


^.8 


0.0 


0.0 


99.3 


6.2 


11.5 


Healch Professional 


0.3 


0.3 


0.6 


0.0 


0.1 


75.3 


.0.2 


a.o 


10.1 


6.9 


Arcs and Leccers 


0.0 


1.0 


6.2 


0.6 


1.2- 


0.4 


34.3 


0.0 


8.4 


10.0 


Science and Mach 


0.3 


76.9 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.4 


0.2 


0.0 


10.7 


18.8 


Social and Behavioral Sc. 


0.3 


0.7 


3.1 


1.3 


8.1 


0.0 


37.9. 


0.0 


11.1 


10.6 


Other Fields (Technic^) 


0.0 


15.5 


0.0 


0.0 


2.3 


5.7 


0.0 


0.0 


3.1 


5.7 


ether Fields (Non-Jechnical) 


0.5 


3.6 


0.6 * 


97.4 


20.6 


. 0.4 


. 3.4 


0.0 


10 j6 


9.5 


Undecided 


1.1 


2.0 


0.0 


0.6 


8.5 


0.8 


28.7 


0.7 


9.0 


5.4 



As vas Indicated for che previous cable, several responses have been incorporated Inco ocher categories. 
Science and t4ach Includes math^aclcs and scaclscics, physical sciences, biological sciences, and agriculture. 
Social and Behavioral sciences includes the social sciences, hlscory, and oollclcal. science. Arcs and Leccers 
Includes English, fine arcs, and humanities (ocher). 



Cqoid^cs * 

The percencages of U.S.C. freshmen encerlng che dlfferenc major fields of study were generally the same as the 
national norms, except for '^business'* whlQh was described as a probable major by 21.3% of U.S.C. freshmen 
compared Co the national norm of 14. 6Z. Ocher major fields In which O.S.C. scudencs reporced comparaclvely 
higher incerescs ue^e educaclon, healch professions, social and behavioral sciences, undecided, and also ocher 
fields (non-cechnlcal) . 

.U.S.C* scudencs reporced comparatively lower incerest Iti **sclence and math" than the national norm (U*S,d. 10. 7%; 
, national norm, 1^.8%). 

, 13 . 
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Table 7-A 

A COMPARISON OF PROBABLE MAjOT FIELDS^ OF STUDY FOR U.S.C. FRESHMEM BY AMD PKI\fERSITY HATIOMAL WORMS 





use 


FRESHMEN 




HATIONAL NORMS 




MATE 






MALE 
18.3 


FEMALE 




Business 


, 26.0 


16.3 


' 21.3 


10.4 


14.6 


Education 


4.6 


14.8 


9.5 


2.5 


12.2 


7.0 


Engineering 


11.4 


0.7 


6.2 


18.9 


2.9 


11.5 


Health Profession 


3.3 


17.3 


10.1 


1.6 


1?.9 


6.9 


Arts and Letters 


7.3 


9.4 


8.4 


8.3 


12.0 


10.0 


Science and (lath 


14.1 


7.0 


10.7 


22.6 


14.5 


IC • 8 


Social and Behavioral Sc. 


9.9 


12.3 


11.1 


9.4 


11.9 


10.6 


Other Fields (Technical) 


3.9 


2.3 


3U 


5.8 


. 5.5 


5.7 


Other Fields (Hon-Technical) 


10.6 


10.7 


10.6 


8.0 


11.3 


9.5 


Undecided , 


8.7 


9.2 


9.0 


4.4 


6.4 


5.4 



As was Indicated for the previous tf^bl^, several responses have been; Incorporated Into other categories. Science 
and Hath includes mathematics and statistics, physical sciences, blot^lcal sciences, and agriculture. Social and 
Behavioral Science Includes the social^ sciences, history, and political science* Arts and Letters includes English, 
fine arts, and humanities (other). \ <i 

CociQents; 

Differences between males and faaaletf at U.S.C* with tespect to probable major fleld^.of study are similar to those 
existing in the national norms. Males and females vary widely with respect to probable major fields, of study. 
Collared to males, females report a greater probability of entering fields such as education, health professions, 
\s<>ci^ behavioral sciences, and arts and letters, liales reported, more often than females, that they will 
probably go into fields of science and math, business administration, and engineering. 
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Table 8 

A rnKPARTSQM OF CUBBEHI RELH IO«S PREPgREBCE^ FOR USC FRESHMEM BY COLLEGE AHP nwTVRPSTTY HATIOMAL BOBMS 



COSBENT SEUGIOI^ PREFERENCE 


BUS 
ACM 


SCI & 
MATH . 


EpUC 


JOUR 


GEN 
STU 


ALLIED 
HEA 
SCI 


HUM & 

SOC 

SCI 


ENGIN 


TOT 

use. 

STU 


N&TL 
NORMS 


' Protestant 


71.3 


68.5 


76.0 


67,3 


76.2 


80.8 


70:4 


75*. 7 


72.8 


44.9 


Catholic ^ 


15.9 


15.8 


10.7 


15.3 


10.4 


11.8 


12.5 


11.4 


13.2 


30.8 


Jewish 


3.0 


2.0 


1.3 


2.0 


'4.2 


0.8 


2.5 


0.0 


2.2 


6.6 


Other 


3.3 


4.6 


4.5 


3.3 


5.7 


* 1.9 


4.8 


1.5 


3.1 


3.1 


None 


6.5 


9.1 


7.5 


11.3 


^5 


4.7 


9.8 


11.4 


7.8 


13^0 



In order to simplify Interpretation the various religions have been grouped Into four major categories. Protestant 
cotisl&t& of Baptist, Congregational^ Episcopal^ Lutheran^ Methodist^ Presbyterian^ Quaker^ Seven Day Adventls^t and 
other Protestant. "Other** consists cf Eastern OrthoddK» Latter Day Saints (Mornion)» Muslim^ Unitarian Unlversallst 
and religion (other). 



Coonents: ^ 

., 

1. Freshmen at U.S.C. are more Ukel) to be Protestant and less likely to be Catholic^ Jewish, or none 
when conpared to freshmen nationally. 

2. Nearly three-fourths of all U.S.C. freshmen (72. 8Z) described their current religious preference as 
Protestant. ^ 

Comparison of O.S.C. with the national norms on principal pjgoteetanVdenoii^inatlons yields the following data: 

Baptist (BSC, 31. 8Z ; National Norm* tf*97,)i Episcopal (USC^6.5%; National Norm; 4.3Z)> Uitheran (USC 6.5%; 

National Norm* 7.3X), Methodist (USC» 19. 4Z; National Norrari2.9%)» and Presbyterian (USC» 10.1%; National Norm* 8.3Z). 
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Table 9 

/ CCfrlPARISOy OF POLITICAL CPIENTA'. lOlI FOR USC FRESHMEN BY COLLECE AND UWI.^RSITY IJATTC^L "ORIIS 















ALLIED 


HUM & 




TOT 






I US 


SQT & 






CEN 


HEA 


SOC 




use 


KATL 


POLITICAL ORIENTATION 




HftTH -:- 


EDUC 


JOUR 


STU 


SCI 


SCI 


EMGIN 


STU 


KORllS 


Far Left 


1.6 


2,0 


1.9 


2.0 


0.4 


1.5 , 


^ 0.9' 


1.4 


1.3 


1.6 


Liberal 


:7.9 


23.9 


26.5 


39 .5 


22.5 


23.2 


37.5 


27.7 


30.6 


32.6 


Middle-of-the-Road 


; 2.9" 


53.0 


53.1 


hU.7 


51.3 


60.5 


47.3 


48.9 


51.4 


51.1 


Conservative 


: 7.2 


lfb.8 


1C.5 


13.2. 


19.8 


14.4 


13.6 


20.6 


16.1 


14.2 


Far Right 


0.5 


0.3 


0.0 


0.7 


0.0 


0.4 


0.7 


1.4 


0.5 


0.5 



Comments 



\ 

1« Political orientations of the U.S.(. entering freshmen were almost Identical to those of students In the national 
nortns . * 

2. ^^ore than half (51.4%) of the U.S.(. freshmen described their political orlentatbn as Viddle-of*the-road," 
while approximately one-third of tie students (31.9Z> described themselves as "far left" o^ "I'berel/' 

3. The greatest percentage of Q.S.C. inter-ng fr^p'nc3n dsscrlb'ng themselves as ^'liberal'* or "far lef^'* are found 
in the Colleges of Journalism (41. !7*) and Humanities and Social Sciences (38.%%). The greatest percentage of 
U.3.C. entering freshmen iescrlblnf themselves as '^conservative" or ^'far right" are found In the Colleges of 
Engineering (22.0%) and General Sttdles (19.8%). 
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Taile 9-A 








1 


DXIEirEATI{ J FOR 


use FRSSHI-EN 


PY SEX AD UE'llVERSTTY 


lATIom fWRMS 








use Freshiaen 




' Tat ion&l loinns 


• 


POLITICAL ORIENTAXIOS 




FB^ALE 


TOTAL 


MALE 


FEliALE 


TOTAL 


Far Left 


1.4 


1.3 


1.3 


2.0 


1.2 


1.6 


Liberal 


31.2 


30.1 


30.6 


34.0 


31.1' 


32.6 


Mldd le -of - Che -Road 


49.1 


54.0 


51.4 


47.4 


55.4 


51.1 


Conservative 


17.6 


14.5 


16.1 


16.0 


1'2.2 


14.2 


Far Right 


0.9 


0.1 


0.5 


0.7 


0.2 


0.5 



CoftxneiiCs ' 

Differences by sax were typically in tl e aame direcclons when compared to the national norms. Females were inore 
likely to describe their political oritntatlon as ^Snlddle-of -the*road»" (females 54.07.» males 49. 1%) and 
conversely^ mcles were somewhat more likely to describe their political orientation aa either "liberal** or 
"conservative . 



/ 
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Table 10 

F. RSTCIIATIC NS KAok Ttv USC FRESHH- ^t T ^"'T'.rK Awn it>tt^t;RSITY NATTOHAI. WORMS 



13 















ALI lED 






TOT 


NATL 
NORMS 


STUDEHT ESTIMATE CHAIKIES *RE" 
^RY GOOD THAT THEY WILL 


BUS 
ADM 


SCI & 
MATH 


EDUC 


■ Uy^ 


GEN 


•■ "A 

* / r 


SOC 

sc: 


ENGIN 


USC 
STU 


Change Major Field 


11 . 1 


7. U 


ft <^ 


7 2 


12.7 


7.7 


27.3 


5.0 


13.9 


15.3 


Change Career Cholx:e 


'0.0 


Q Ct 
O * U 




D . D 


9.1 


7.7 


23.2 


5.0 




15.2 


Live In a Coeducational Dorm 


10.: 


9.7 


7.3 


1 J . / 


7 1 


4.6 


9.7 


10.1 






Be Elected to an Honor Society 


2.4 


6.7 


4.9 




3 4 


4.2 


7.1 


3.6 


5.1 


7.9 


l^ake at Least a Average 


26.5 


45.3 




^P. 7 


27.1 


26.6 


38.7 


34.5 


33.7 


47.0 


VJork at Outside Job 


29.8 


24.4 


l7. D 


Q 

JU t 7 


30. 1 


22.7 


25.2 


21.7 


25.9 


26.2 


Seek ' catlonal Counseling 




5.0 


3.7 


10.6 


7.4 


7.3 


9.0 


5.8 


7.3 


10,0 


Enroll in Honors Courses 


5.6 


16.5 


4.8 


8.3 


1.6 


3.7 


12.5 


12.8 


3,9 


-12.0 


Get a Bachelor's Degree 


77.2 


83.2 


77.4 


72.6 


38r.l 


71.4 


73.6 


74.1 


71.7 


80.5 


Be Satisfied With College 


53.4 


53.7 


59.9 


56.3 


59.1 


64.8 


47.9 


49.6 


54 .-5 


57*4 


Find a Job In Preferred F^eld 


62.0 


63.6 


58.0 


62.0 ' 


67.9 


79.5 


52.5 


• 75.5 


63.0 


61.1 


Marry '-thin a Year After College 


15.5 


13.3 


^7.0 


16.6 


13.6 


21.6 


15.6 


19.4 


17.0 


16.1' 



Table 10 (Conclnued) 



CoODfinCs 

1. IThen coopared Co che nacional non s, a lower percenCage of n.S.C. freshmen escimaced chac chances were good 
that they would "*lve In i coeduci?tlonal dorm*' (U S-C, 9.17.: national norm, 31.2%). Ttiis is not surprising, 
however. In Hght of the fact th^t U.S.C/s only co-ed dorm is not ooen to freshmen. 

2- ' much smaller percentaga of U.S.C. freshmen estimated that chances were very good that ttiey would 'Snake at 
least a *S average** when compared to the national norms# (U.S.C., 33.77»; national norm, 47. 0?*^,. Th^s s^^s 
clearly related to the fact tliat a lever percentage of U.S*C, students also reported making an average grade 
of "A In high school. (See Table 3). 

3. Close to three-fourths of the U*S.C- freshmen '71.7%) reported that chances were very good that they would 
"get a bachelor's degree*; over h^lf (54.51) reported that they would "be satisfied with college"; and 
63«07* estimated that they vauld probably find a iob \n a oreferred field. 

4. U,S.C- students varied scxnevhat with respect to estimations that they^would "change major fields.'' Students 
from the Col'ege of Humanities ^ Social Sc^.ences were most I'kely x;a make the statement (27.37.1 1 ariA those in 
the College of Engineering ware least likely (5.0%). This same t^end was noted in estimations about change of 
career choice. 

5. It laay be si^ificont to note that while 04. of the.freshmen in theXqllege of Allied Health Sciences agreed 
that tliey would "be satisfied vitl, college," only 47.97. of the freshmen in Humanities and Social Sciences felt 
that way. The national norm was 57.4^. The average for U-S.C- was 54.51. 

6. • Students varied somewhat by college with resT>ect to estimations that they would "find a job in a ^referred 

field.'' Over three-fourths ot the freshemn in the Allied Health Sciences and the College ^f Eng neerlng 
agreed with the statement(79.5%} 75*5Z>. Hhereaj only half -(52.5%), of the freshmen within the College of Human^ 
ities and Social Scienc©conciIred with this statement. The other colleges fell within ^ese two extremes 
(U.S.C- average 63. OZ; national norm 6\1%)- 
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Table 11 - 
A C??r/-RIS0H OF PLACES OF REblDENCE DURING FALL CERf. FOR USC FRESHMEN BY COLLEGE AND UMIVERSITY MATIom NOKB 



r2. 

n^QTniTMPTr I^TJVUmTn mTRTTJ^ PITT TFRM 


BUS 


SCI fit 

f.fiTH 






GEN 


ALLIED 
HEA 


HUM & 
SOC 




TOT 
USC 


IJATL 


With Parents or Relatives 


30. S 


32.2 


23.4 


21.3 


44.9 


28.1 


25.4 


39.6 


30.3 


20.8 


3ther Private Home or Apartmenu 


4.8 


4.0 


6.0 


2.7 


6.7 


2.3 


4.1 


4.3 


4.3 


2.6 


College Dormitory 


62.3 


61.' 


69.5 


7A.0 


46.5 


68.0 


69.5 


54.7 


63.7 


74.1 


Fracemity or Sorority House 


1-1 


0.7 


0.6 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.7 


0.4 


1.1 


Other CampQs Housing 


0.5 


^3 


0.6 


0.7 


1.2 


1.2 


0.7 


0.7 


0.9 


1.2 


Other 


0.5 


0.7 


0.0 


1.3 


0. 


0.4 


0.4 


0.0 


0.5 


0.3 



' . Nhen compared to the national norms more U.S.C^ entering frefbnen planned to r^lde ^Hrlth parents or relatives.** 
(U.S.C., 30.3%; national norm» 2C.3%). 

2. Fewer U.S.C. entering freshoen planned to live ^,n a dormitory (U.S.C., 63.7%; national norm, 74.1%) when com- 
pared to national norms. U.S.C.'s relatively low percentage of entering freshmen living in a dormitory 

Llcv reauiring entering freshmen to live on caimms.^ V 



occurred despite an ioseitutional policy requiring entering 



3. Students in the College of General Studies are Jess likely to live in resldemie halls an<f more likely to live 
with parents and relatives or in a private home or apartment when compared to U.S.C. norms. 

flC.S.C.'s remidenc* policy requires 'aj\ freshmen to live in the residence halls except those who are over 21, 
veterans, njarrled or llvtng wlti relftlves. Due to a shortage of soace, however, freshmen, who would othenrfse 
be required to reside on campus, are unable to obtain campus housing. 
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Proflle-The typical entering Freshmen st U.S,C. for Fall, 1975 was 

1. IS years of age 

2. a white 'Caucasian ' ^ 

3. a student In high school 

4. hoping achieve at least a bachelors or masters degree 

5. likely to have selected U.S.C. for it^ good academic reputation and 
to help get a better job 

6. probably from ^ family with an annual Income of between $10,000 and 
$25,000. 

7. a bUsln^sa, health professional, or education msior 
3, 9 Protestant 

9. "middle-of-the-road" pollt'cally' 
10. residing In a college dormlcory 

Proflle*Coii]pared with entering freshmen nationally, U.S.C. entering freshman , 

1. were less likely to have maintained an *'A** aversge In high school and 
generally achieved lover In high school. 

2. ' placed less Importance In good academic reputation and offered financial 

assistance as reasons for selecting U.S.C, but placed more Importance ' 
on deelre to live at home and help get a better job, 

3. were more Ukely to be Black 

4. generally less confident academically, less likely to seek an advanced 
degree 

5. more likely to be Protestant and less likely to be Catholic 6t ^ewleh 

6. more likely to live at home or with relatives and leas likely to live 
In a college dormitory. 
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